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The fuss over the role of the Central
Intelligence Agency in Chile is not
really about that agency or that coun-
try. It emerges chiefly from a deep
general suspicion of the insiruments
of national securily. 1f he truly wanis
to heal the country, President Ford
will have to go out of his way to as-
suage this suspicion. ;

Two major questions ougzht te be
asked at all times about the CIA. The
first engages the role of the agency
in making and unroaking foreign gov-
crnments hy the Black arts of sabotage
and subversion.

That issue seems to be centrel to
the present stir over Chile. The cace
crev out of a letter writien by RHep.
Alishzel  Harvington  (D)-Nass)  and
leal:od to the press. The lefter pur-
poried to summarize testimony to a
Itouse subcommitice by Williamm Caolby,
the present ¢ivector of the CIA.

Aceording to the letlter, Coiby tosti-
fied that the agency spent €8 million
beiween 1970 and 1673 to help the
opposition to the Popular Front gov

VYT
crament of Chilean IPresident Salvador
Allende, "ihe letler said the {funds were
used in ovder to achieve the “destabili-
vntion” of Aho rosime The imnlication

“was that the CiA arranged the coup
which overtlirew Allence last vear.

In fact, the word “dectebilization”
was not used by Mr. Colby in his tesii-
mony. It is hardly thinkable that so
small a =uin--for £3 million is virtyaity
noibing in the modern int-ilivence
roame--ceuld have ecaused the fail of
the  Chiiean  governinont.  i'resident
Ford said ot his news conference what
most informed sourees also sav-—that
the meney was used only (o sustain
democratic newspapers and political
leaders. It is as clear as ii can ever
be in this sort of murky business that
the CIA did not play a significant roie
in the Chilcan coup. Indeed, Foreign
Relations Committee Chairman J. W.
Fulbright (D-Ark.), who reccived the
letter in July, wrote to Rep. Harrington
at tnal time, saying he saw nothing
new in it.

The second big question turns on the
responsiveness of the CIA to the elect-
ed leadership in the White House and
the Congress. Everybody agrees that
in Chile the CIA was obedient to the
wishes of the Nixon adminisiration.

What is in doubt is the question of.

keeping Congress informed. Several
high officials—including Secretary of
State Henry Kissinger and former CIA
Director Richard Helms — denied in
testimony before various elements of

the Senate Foreign Relations Commit- -

tee that the United States had foment-
ed the Chilean coup.
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Chile, the CIA and Nalional Security

“It is us clear as it can ever be in this sort of

murky business thai the CIA did not play a

significant role in the Chile coup.”

Technically, those statements appeav
to have heen accurate. Morcover, il i
irasitionsl that black bag operations
of the ageney wre not revealed to the
regwlar Iegislative committees of the
Connress but to a special walchdos
comiiitice. dven if they did not tell
the strict truth about such operations
to the Fereirm Relajlons Commiitee,
in other words, Mcessra, Rissinger angd
Holins and the othiers were operating
wivhin catablished guidelines,

Hewever, if the particulors of ihe
Critean case do not justify the 0
{the
years does, Throughoul the Viein
wir, the Congress and much of
coutiry were systematically decoived
ahsut the operation of the CIA and
i instruments of national goensiiy
policv. Over and over again in the
Watcrgate case, President Nixon and
ihore arocund him invoked the terw
“pational security” as the justification
for covering up comimon crimes,

et

Many intelligent and well-meaning
peopte have come to believe that the
whole apparatus of national security is

eneral almosphere of The past fow

hogus-—--a cover for semething illegiti-
mate and ireproper. That is why the
apparent impropricvies of the CIA in
Chile bave exeited sveh attention.

1i President Ford is to enad what he
has called the long national .ichin
he will have to coften thess foc
Unfortunately, he seems not to under-
stand the depths of the doubts about
natioitel security. Thus when  ques
tioned ebhout Chile at his uews con-
ferones Atonday night, he cave a na-
tional security response stroicht ouvt
of the 15%0s “Our Zovern like
othor governiments, does take certain
actions in the intelligence field (o im-
prement foreiga policy and to profect
nationsl sceurity™

The same lack of undersfanding en-
tered inta {he hhimder comiaitiod in
the pardoning of President Nivon, The
admivistvaticn theory was that the
curse would be taken off the pavdon
by the amnesty for Vietnam war re-
sisters, My, Ford evidently did not
reaiize that the opposition {o Vietnam
resfed on deep general doubts ahout
nalivnal securily actions—not on the
rclatively trivial issue of the draft-
dodsers.

The point of all this is that the coun-
try is seriously and deeply divided on
fundamental issues of natiopal seeurity.,
President Ford is going to have to take
account of those divisions. He will
have to try to understand the other
side. Otherwise, he will end up, as his
two predecessors did, limping out of
the White Heuse,
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